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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-16, and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Slaughterbeck 4548249 in view of Corrales 6525238. 
Slaughterbeck shows an enclosure for a blood pressure cuff including a pouch 10 
having an opening 30 therein to hold the cuff, and a zip-loc fastener 40 and 42, where 
the fastener has a flange on each side, each flange supporting a portion of the zip loc 
fastener connected to close the opening. Slaughterbeck does not teach the thickness 

i 

of the fastener. Corrales teaches an alternate protective layer for preventing 
contamination of a cuff, where the layer is a polyolefin layer having a thickness of 2-10 
mils. It would have been obvious to modify Slaughterbeck to use the thickness 
disclosed in Suite for each layer, as it is a thickness that is known to serve the purpose 
of the device of Slaughterbeck. In the figures, the flange and the body have the same 
thickness. As such, the fastener is being sufficiently thin so as not to curl when the 
closure is wrapped upon itself. The fastener has a first rib received in a first channel to 
form the zip-loc fastener. The exact size of the fastener would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art. With respect to claim 5, Slaughterbeck teaches that other types of 
fasteners may be used (see column 4, lines 20-25). The examiner takes official notice 
that a zipper is a well known fastener for the same type of closure. Hence, it would 
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have been obvious to use a zipper, as it is merely the substitution of one known 
equivalent fastener for another. With respect to claim 7, Corrales shows a protective 
sheet used with a blood pressure cuff, where one is fluid impervious and the second 
side fibrous and soft,, for patient comfort. Hence, it would have been obvious to modify 
Slaughterbeck to have such a second side, to enhance comfort. Claims 8 and 9 are 
rejected in that the fastener is near the opening and has the structure recite din claim &. 
With respect to claim 10, the envelope is translucent. The device further has hook and 
loop patches to secure the enclosure 10 around the body. Claims 19-23 lack novelty in 
that Slaughterbeck further teaches the method, noting that it teaches using 2 pouches 
10 for two patients (see column 4, lines 17-19). 

Claims 17, 18, 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Slaughterbeck in view Corrales, as applied to claims 1-16 and 19-23 
above, further in view of Brackett 5,904,655. Brackett teaches a labeling area to 
distinguish one enclosure from another (see column 4, lines 19-24). Hence, it would 
have been obvious to provide such an area on the device of Slaughterbeck, to prevent 
cross contamination of patients. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Levavi et al , McCormick et al , Napalitano et al, and Bowen all show envelopes 
for protecting a cuff and preventing cross contamination. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert L. Nasser whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4731 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, variable hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Max Hindenburg can, be reached on (571) 272-4726. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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